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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 2, 5 and 6 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 2, line 1, "clamping member" should read -clamping mechanism-. 
Claim 5 is redundant of claim 4 since claim 5 depends on claim 4. 
Claim 6, line 1, "clamping member" should read -clamping mechanism-. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Leiferman et al. 6,029,292 (hereinafter Leiferman). 

As for claim 15, the patent to Leiferman discloses in Figs. 1-3, for example, a 
"brush" assembly 10 having a scrubbing member or "brush" 20 and a valved coupling 
member or brace 33, wherein said brush 20 is attached to said brace 33 and said brace 
33 engages an element 21 of a work station. 
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As for claim 16, said brush 20 is deemed removably attached to said brace., if so 
desired 

As for claim 17, said brace 33 selectively engages said element of said work 
station (through threaded arrangement 37 in Fig. 3). 

As for claim 18, the patent to Leiferman teaches in Figs. 1-3, for example, a 
cleaning apparatus 10, comprising a "brush" assembly 10 which includes a scrubbing 
member or "brush" 20 removably attached to a pivoting member or brace 44, said brush 
20 having at least one cleaning surface, and wherein said brace 44 is selectively 
engageable with a faucet 21 (through threaded arrangement 37 in Fig. 3) such that said 
brace 44 is capable of being manipulated with respect to said faucet (Figs. 2 and 3). 

4. Claims 1 , 2, 6-8 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated 
by Rix et al. 1,553,915 (hereinafter Rix). 

As for claim 1 , the patent to Rix discloses an apparatus, comprising a brush 
assembly (Fig. 2), said brush assembly including a retainer or backplane 18 with two 
opposed "brushes" (i.e. one on each side) attached to said backplane 18 such that a 
plurality of fibers or bristles (since it's felt) on each brush face outward from said 
backplane 30, and a clamping mechanism 23 which attaches said brush assembly to a 
workstation. 

As for claims 1 and 2 specifically reciting that the brush assembly is attached (or 
removably attached) "to a faucet," a recitation of the intended use of the claimed 
invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the 
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prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the 
prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

As for claim 2, said clamping member is effective for pivoting said brush 
assembly in and out of line with a workstation. 

As for claims 1 , 6 and 13 specifically reciting that the brush assembly is attached 
(or removably attached) "to a faucet," a recitation of the intended use of the claimed 
invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the 
prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the 
prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

As for claim 7, said clamping mechanism includes a rigid mounting member 
connected to said brush assembly. 

As for claim 8, said clamping mechanism includes a rigid mounting member 
integral with said brush assembly (at final assembly). 

As for claim 1 1 , said clamping mechanism 23 includes first and second clamp 
plates which clamp a rigid mounting member 21 onto said faucet 

5. Claims 1 , 3, 6-9 and 1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated 
by Kozub 3,747,150 (hereinafter Kozub). 

As for claim 1 , the patent to Kozub discloses in Figs. 1-4 an apparatus, 
comprising a brush assembly 28, said brush assembly including a body or backplane 30 
with two opposed brushes attached to said backplane 30 such that a plurality of bristles 
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44, 46 on each brush face outward from said backplane 30, and an external threaded 
sleeve or clamping mechanism 36 (Fig. 3) which attaches said brush assembly to a 
workstation. 

As for claims 1 , 6 and 13 specifically reciting that the brush assembly is attached 
(or removably attached) "to a faucet," a recitation of the intended use of the claimed 
invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the 
prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the 
prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

As for claims 3 and 9, said backplane is of a plastic which is deemed 
thermoplastic (col. 2, lines 35-37). 

As for claim 7, said clamping mechanism includes a rigid mounting member 36 
connected to said brush assembly. 

As for claim 8, said clamping mechanism includes a rigid mounting member 36 
integral with said brush assembly (at final assembly). 

As for claim 13, said clamping mechanism includes a sleeve or rod 36 having 
first and second ends, wherein said first end is connected to an end portion of said 
brush assembly 28 and said second end is connected to a workstation (Fig. 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4, 5, 10 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kozub. 

As for claims 4, 5 and 10, the clamping mechanism 36 would appear to be of 
metal or thermoplastic material, however, even assuming arguendo that it was not of 
such materials, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
chosen such materials for durability and stability purposes when attached to a 
workstation. 

As for claim 14 reciting that said second end is connected to said workstation via 
an internally threaded connecter which screws into a workstation, Kozub already 
teaches an externally threaded connector (as opposed to an internally threaded one) 
and it would involve a mere reversal of parts and functional equivalents to provide for an 
internally threaded connector instead for connecting the brush assembly to a 
workstation. 

8. Claims 3, 4, 5, 9, 10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rix. 

As for claims 3, 4, 5, 9 and 10, Rix's backplane and clamping mechanism is of 
metal (p. 2, lines 1-6) and it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
have chosen such specific metals such as stainless steel to prevent rust buildup and 
for durability and stability purposes when attached to a workstation. 
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As for said clamping mechanism being a single plate, said plate including first 
and second fiat portions adjacent a common curved portion, said plate further including 
first and second pluralities of holes in said first and second flat portions, respectively, 
wherein a plurality of flexible straps fitted through said pluralities of holes attach said 
brush assembly to said workstation, such mounting arrangement is deemed well known 
in the bracket mounting art for merely supporting or connecting an apparatus to a tube, 
rod, pipe or other fixture and is not deemed to define any patentable subject matter. 



Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The patents to Glauber, Burkart, Marangoni, Bouchard, Leano, 
Carson, Reip, McClaskey, Hesselgesser, Young, Gibson, and Chung are pertinent to 
various brush mounted configurations. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randall Chin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1270. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday and every 
other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Hail can be reached on (571) 272-4485. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Randall Chin/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3723 



